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.CAPITAQJPPROPRIATION REQUEST

Region fubsidlary Pactific/Northwest Requested A Budget Appropristion
Locatio Seattle j[.Lement_ Totsl Curront Request $_57,500 & __ -0-
Date__June 24, 1981 ° project or Requeet No._SEA-3 Prior Authorization $ _0- $  _go-
Type of Requast Budget : Memo: Exinting of Transfarred-in Amens 8 _=0-

Project Title : .
. Engineering and Installation for Fly Ash Insufflation

Basic Purposs ' i )
Improve raw material handling.

Summoery Description
The p*‘esent method of fly ash addition to raw ma

terials creates flowabil ity

Economic LHe_ 10 er;)

V.hf. [ ] 5.000

problems at the crusher with loss of production and increase fin overtime. Insufflation
would relieve thisicondition.
. Alternatives :
1) This proposal.
2) Status quo.
Chanification | [54] | O (] ; L]
Expsrgion . mprovement Addition _Replscemem Pollution . Safety Legal
lnnnmmt Factors -
© Residusl

Poviod - 3.5¥rS.  bermor 31«
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1261035

ing Scheduls Futurs Spending - By Quarter
Project Totels : J d 3& 5! )(l q < <
Prior Spending s ‘ - 0-_ ' A £ N
L L 8 ™ 'y
Futurs Spending  § 57,500 A 23,000 Q 0 A a
: " N : » N
Totst Spending s 575 ,500 J D ) ' n
P Yeor 19 82 Yeosr 19
Asset 10 be Rentaced
Dascription i N / A
Age (vn) I Value § - Di
Regionsl Sutsidiary Approvels |
Name/Title/Date Namae/Title/Dste Contiolliér/Date Rgionn'l Vice Prasident/Date
|
rporsts Hndqucrun Appwuh ]
- Only & Required : i {
: Nasme/Titis/Date Asset Manshemant [Date Chist Fin, OHicer/Data
Exacutive VP /Dot | Vice Chairman/Date Prevdent/Osts Cheirman/Dats
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PROJECT REQUEST EVALUATION :

SEATTLE FLY ASH INSUFFLATION

'BACKGROUND

F1y ash is currently added to the raw mater1a]s as a source of silica,
with|some residual BTU value.* This addition creates flowability
problems at the crusher, causing plugging of thé vibrating screen.
Product1on is lost and 100 hours of overtime are needed to unplug
equ1pment and c]ean spills each winter month.:

Insu#f]atlon would permit greater quality contrd], eliminate the current
prob1ems, and save fuel cost. ;

ALTERNATIVES : i

1) This proposal.
2) Status quo.

CAPITAL COST: |
|
$57,500.

FINANCIAL :

Ten year useful life. Equipment would be compatible with any kiln
modi-ications. . . : o

RECOMMENDATION
Proceed with proposa]

l
|
* 1000 Net BTU/]b
! |
|
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